J-3876 
PATENT 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being electronically filed with the United States Patent & 
Trademark Office on the date set forth below 



Date of Signature -no / ^C^^O^C (/' y^'^^^"^^^' 

and Deposit: ApriKT^^ 2007 / 




( . 'Siiian E. Lecfiner 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Applicants: Kenneth J. Welch, et al . 

Serial No.: 10/758,650 

Filed: January 15, 2004 

Title: Volatile Releasing Substrates And Methods For 

Preparing Them 

Art Unit: 1615 

Examiner: Neil S. Levy 

Commissioner For Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Attention: Mail Stop Amendment 

Sir: 

Interview Summary And Draft Amendment For Discussion 
On April 20, 2007 Carl R. Schwartz discussed the above 
application with the examiner, expanding on points raised in 
an April 19, 2007 earlier discussion between the examiner and 
the undersigned counsel for Applicants {David J. Houser) . The 
following points were noted in that earlier discussion and/or 
the April 20, 2007 discussion: 

1. It was confirmed that Carl Schwartz was an 
additional attorney of record in this case. See e.g. the 
power indexed in the image file wrapper on January 15, 2004. 

2. The examiner confirmed that the previously allowed 
claims were still allowable (in the form presented in the last 
amendment) . 

3. The examiner indicated that it would be helpful with 
regard to claim 1 (and claims dependent thereon) if they were 
amended to specify that the polymeric material was selected 
from the group consisting of claim 4, claim 13, claim 15, and 
claim 16 subject matter. Carl Schwartz indicated that this 
would be acceptable. The examiner further required that some 
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limitation be added to claim 1 relating to small pore size. 
Carl Schwartz indicated that his client would present 
something along those lines . 

4. It was agreed that claim 21 would be amended to 
clarify that the volatile material comprised terpene (e.g. as 
claim 1 already required the presence of pyrethrum, not just 
terpene alone) . 

5. The examiner indicated that claim 13-17 subject 
matter could be reinstated (in the context of the other 
amendments discussed above) , albeit that claims 22-27 would 
remain withdrawn as focusing on non-elected subject matter. 

6. It was then agreed that there would be submitted a 
draft proposed amendment implementing the above for further 
consideration. 
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